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because I have a more substantial auestj.on

SENATOR DeCAMP: JJhy don't you p;et to the end of the line?
Over the years I have become gun-shy of sayinF, a, b, =, d,
and then you p;et me into a corner. I' ll let you....

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: O k a y .

SFNAT'OR DeCAMP: I'm .~oin<; to eat. the bo,' and I' ll decide
w hether' I w a n t t o ,j u mp 1 n .

SENATOR CHAMJiERS: I'm:",oinr, to address you as the Henry
Clay of the Les,lslatur e this mornin,, the Oreat Compromi.,er,
who would rather be rip;ht than president, who is seldom one..

SJ";NA'1'OR DeCAMP: ! Jo t t r u e .

SEJJATOR CHAMBERS: ...would never be the other, but here is
my question. If I accept what you say about "reasonable",
are you willinp then to substitute words and take a term
which the law is familiar witl. and instead of sayin.-,"sub
stantially," saV "unreasonably > which does not unreasonablv
impair such use in market value since yo selected the term
r easonable a s b e l np; the on e t h a t t he l aw i s 1 ' ami l i a r wj t h?

"ENATOR DeCAMP: I actually th1nk thn1 1:. n bi t t c r wo r d . I
p i rsonal l y w o u l <J accep t t ha t . .

SFNATOR CHAMJ'ERS: Then I will too.

SFNATOR DeCAMP: It is a much better word because it has all
kinds of meanlnJ; in law.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So, Mr. Chairman, my motion was to return
it to strike that word. Can I ask to withdraw that amendment
and then offer one that would trade " unreasonably " f or "sub
stant i a l l y ?"

SENATOR DeCAMP: Trouble with Ernie is every time you trap
him he turns around and traps you back.

S ENATOR CHAMBFRS: ! J o .

PRFSTDFNT: You may withdraw this amendment witnout ob,jection
and.. . •

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Th ank y ou , a n d n o w . . . .

PRESIDENT: ....substitute the other one.

S ENATOR CHA!IJ<ERS: E x u se m e , M r . (. h a i r m a n . .i . "
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